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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 40, 52, 54, and 60-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Lewis et al. (US 6,694,090 hereinafter Lewis). 

Regarding claim 40, Lewis discloses "an information storage medium, 
comprising:" (col. 4 lines 55-65, Fig. 6) 

"at least one title audio/video data stream which is reproduced as a motion 
picture; and" (col. 4 line 66 - col. 5 line 10, col. 6 lines 1 -13, Fig. 7 'video title sets') 

"index information comprising startup information designating a title audio/video 
data stream which is played back automatically when the information storage medium is 
loaded in a reproducing apparatus, and title information, which corresponds to each of 
the title audio/video data streams," (col. 4 lines 1 1-22, Fig. 4 start initiated by disc player 
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causing either a resume or start play shown in item 60 where the resume leads to a title 
playback or a 'first play pgc', Fig. 6 'video manager' information contains index 
information comprising startup information such that the disc player is aware of what 
data to access on 'first play' or resume determination) 

"wherein the title information comprises title access type information indicating 
whether reproduction of the title audio/video data stream by a title search is permitted" 
(col. 4 lines 3 -1 0, col. 6 lines 1 -1 3, Fig. 3 where title search for available titles being 
the available 'video title sets' is provided via title menu, Fig. 7 where PGCs item 92 
corresponding to the audio/video data stream are contained within a parental block item 
92 within the given 'video title sets' and are not available for access unless the disc's or 
video title sets located on the disc's parental rating is below that of the parental rating of 
disc player shown in item 1 23 of Fig. 10, shown in Figs. 8A-B a 'video title set' may 
consist of multiple PGC or a single PGC thus title search via title menu will be 
unavailable completely given for given 'video title sets' containing a single PGC that 
exceeds the disc player's parental rating, additionally the 'first play pgc' itself falls under 
this category). 

Regarding claim 52, this claim has been analyzed and rejected for the same 
reasoning as claim 40 above, where Lewis teaches both the method and apparatus for 
performing the method, see Figure 2. 
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Regarding claim 54, Lewis discloses "the apparatus of claim 52, wherein the 
title reproducing manager decoder interprets the startup information from the index 
information and decodes one of the titles corresponding to the startup information first" 
(col. 4 lines 11-22, Fig. 4 start initiated by disc player causing either a resume or start 
play shown in item 60 where the resume leads to a title playback or a 'first play pgc', 
Fig. 6 'video manager' information contains index information comprising startup 
information such that the disc player is aware of what data to access on 'first play' or 
resume determination). 

Regarding claims 60-61, Lewis discloses "wherein reproduction of the title 
audio/video data stream by title search is permitted when a value of the access type 
information is 0, and reproduction of the title audio/video data stream by the title search 
is prohibited when the value of the access type information is 1" (col. 6 lines 1 -13, 
reproduction of a 'video title set' is completely prevented or allowed based on the 
parental rating of the 'video title set' on the disc matching with the parental rating of the 
disc player essentially providing a 0 and 1 state based on the permission information in 
the disc). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 56 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lewis et 
al. (US 6,694,090 hereinafter Lewis) as applied to claim 54 above and in view of 
Kanazawa et al. (US 6,580,870 hereinafter Kanazawa). 

Regarding claim 56, Lewis discloses "the apparatus of claim 54, wherein the 
decoder comprises: 

"a program engine decoding the program data and executing program 
commands from the decoded program data;" (Fig. 1 item 21 program data, item 24 
executing commands based on program data 

a navigation engine decoding navigation commands in the titles and the title 
information;" (Fig. 1 items 26-27 ) 

"a presentation engine decoding the AV data; and" (Fig. 1 item 25 ) 

"an application manager controlling reproduction of the titles based on whether a 
portion of each title is startup information, core mode data, or full mode data and user 
input when the attribute information designates that the respective title is controllable by 
the user" (col. 5 lines 11-23, col. 6 lines 1 -13). 

But while Lewis does not explicitly disclose the use of an application manager 
that controls full mode data with browsing data or a browsing engine, Kanazawa does 
disclose the use of "a browsing engine decoding the browsing data and executing 
browsing commands from the decoded browsing data" (col. 11, lines 11-15, Fig. 16, 
item 117) and the manager for controlling information (Fig. 16, item 201). 
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However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have been motivated to combine the selective reproduction 
apparatus of Lewis with that of Kanazawa containing a browsing engine and control 
browsing data for internet browsing. One would have been motivated to do so for an 
improved interactivity and access of information with the medium for reproducing by 
providing internet browsing capabilities. 



Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Contacts 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARK P. STANLEY whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3757. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM - 5:00PM Mon-Fri 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Beliveau can be reached on (571) 272-7343. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/Scott Beliveau/ 
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